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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the Amendment filed July 08, 2008. 
Accordingly, claim 13 was amended, claims 1-8 were cancelled, and claims 9-11 

were withdrawn. Currently, claims 12-15 are considered in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 2-1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moseley et al. (Moseley, US 6,046,849) in view of JP 2002-040426 (JP'426). 

Re claims 12-15, as shown in Fig. 4, Moseley discloses a 2D/3D switching type 
liquid crystal display panel B, comprising: 

a display-use liquid crystal panel SLM 1 capable of performing 2D display and 3D 
display, the display-use liquid crystal panel generating a display image in accordance 
with image data inputted; 

a parallax barrier 4 which attains a 3D effect by giving a certain viewing angle to 
the display image at a time of 3D display (or a parallax barrier means which separates 
the two display images into different viewing angles) (col. 2, lines 5-44; see also Figs. 1- 
3); and 
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a switching liquid crystal panel 11 (switchable diffuser) which switches between 
2D display and 3D display by enabling or disabling an effect of the parallax barrier 4 
(col. 2, lines 54-67), 

wherein the switching liquid crystal panel 1 1 is provided closer to a light source 3 
than the display-use liquid crystal panel 1. 

As shown in Fig. 11b, Moseley also discloses a similar structure in which the 
display-use liquid crystal panel 1 is provided closer to the light source 3 than the 
switchable diffuser 42. 

However, Moseley does not disclose a liquid crystal layer in said one of (a) the 
display-use liquid crystal panel and (b) the switching liquid crystal panel closer to the 
light source having a transition point higher than that of a liquid crystal layer in the other. 

As shown in Figs. 1 and 5, JP'426 discloses a liquid crystal display device 
comprising a driving cell 30 having liquid crystal 33 and a compensation cell 40 having 
liquid crystal 43, wherein the liquid crystal 33, which is closer to a light source than the 
liquid crystal 43, has a transition point higher than that of the liquid crystal 43 for 
improving the contrast ratio, which is lowered by temperature rise (Abstract; and 
paragraphs 15-19 and 28-31). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the liquid crystal panel of Moseley with the 
teaching of JP'426 by employing a liquid crystal layer in said one of (a) the display-use 
liquid crystal panel and (b) the switching liquid crystal panel being provided closer to a 
light source than the other, having a transition point higher than that of a liquid crystal 
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layer in the other in order to prevent the fall of the contrast ratio by a rise in heat without 
providing a temperature compensation circuit (see Abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed July 08, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that the compensation cell 40 of Takashi (JP 2002-040426) 
may be provided on either the incidence side or the emission side of the light of the 
driving cell 30. The Examiner disagrees since Takashi does not disclose that the 
compensation cell 40 of Takashi may be provided on either the incidence side or the 
emission side of the light of the driving cell 30. In fact, as shown in Fig. 1, the driving cell 
30 of Takashi is provided closer to the light source than the compensation cell 40 since 
the driving cell 30 is provided on the incidence side of the light source (paragraph 16), 
wherein the liquid crystal layer 33 of the driving cell 30 has a higher phase transition 
temperature than the liquid crystal 43 of the compensation cell 40 for improving the 
contrast ratio, which is lowered by temperature rise (see Abstract). Accordingly, it is 
obvious that the teaching of Takashi can be applied to any device comprising multiple of 
liquid crystal cells, wherein the liquid crystal in the cell closer to the light source should 
have a higher phase transition temperature for improving the contrast ratio which is 
lowered by temperature rise. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thoi V. Duong whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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2292. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 4:30 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Nelms, can be reached at (571) 272-1787. 



/Thoi V. Duong/ - Primary Examiner 
September 15, 2008 



